Means and standard deviations are in parenthesis. Variables in natural logarithm are weighted by the number of births in each state. For variables other than mortality outcomes and the average number of prenatal care visits the Table reports the fraction of observations that belong to the group specified by the dependent variable and the sample (for example, in row 28, column 1, the fraction of mothers who had prenatal care in the first trimester is 0.7976 and such fraction is estimated on the entire sample of mothers). /1980-7/1980 7/1981-11/1982 7/1990-3/1991 3/2001-11/2001 
2.NBER periods of national contractions, years 1980-2004

1
Fraction of birth certificates linked to the death certificates by year
All deaths were linked to their birth certificate for years 1984-1986. 97 .8 percent of deaths were linked in 1987, 97.2 percent in 1988, 97.4 percent in 1989, 97.5 percent in 1990, 97.7 in 1991, 97.8 in 1996, 97.9 in 1997, 98.3 in 1998, 98.1 in 1999, 98.7 in 2000, 99 in 2001, 2002 and in 2003, 98.9 in 2004, 98.7 in 2005, 98.7 in 2006, 98.4 in 2007, 98.7 in 2008, 98.6 
for 2009
Estimates of a linear model with different time windows
Figures A-F report point estimates of * 100 from the following Equation:
l=s for mortality outcomes, is for health at birth, maternal characteristics and prenatal care.
Where represents the natural logarithm of the infant, neonatal, or postneonatal total or cause-specific mortality rate (per 1000 births) 1 in state of residence s for white and black babies dying in year t; is the yearly unemployment rate in maternal state of residence s at time the time of conception t; and are year and state fixed effects, respectively; and ( * ) are state trends. Following Rhum (2000; 2013) and Dehejia and Lleras-Muney (2004) , for mortality outcomes we weight equation 1 using the number of births in each state, year and race.
represents health outcomes at birth, mother's characteristics and prenatal care behaviour. We estimate equation A using a linear model and cluster the standard errors at the state level. We start our analysis with year 1980 and first estimate equation A on years 1980-1985, a period that already contains a deep recession and a recovery, and subsequently add one year at a time and provide all estimates of equation A in graphs in Figures A-F below. 
Figures G-M report point estimates of * 100 from equation 1 in the main text fixing the time window for each estimate to 10 year intervals. So, for instance, the first point estimates is on data for the 10 years between 1980 and 1989, the second point estimate is for years [1981] [1982] [1983] [1984] [1985] [1986] [1987] [1988] [1989] [1990] and so on until the last point estimate that is for years [1995] [1996] [1997] [1998] [1999] [2000] [2001] [2002] [2003] [2004] . In Figure M the time window is 8 years. 
